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1. Introduction 
The following Statement of Need was published by Skylift UAV Limited for ACP-2021-002: 

Skylift UAV Limited are undertaking a 12-week1 trial on behalf of Portsmouth Hospitals University NHS 

Trust and Isle of Wight NHS Trust to transport packages containing chemotherapy drugs between 

Queen Alexandra Hospital in Portsmouth aƴŘ {ǘ aŀǊȅΩǎ IƻǎǇƛǘŀƭ ƛƴ bŜǿǇƻǊǘΣ LǎƭŜ ƻŦ ²ƛƎƘǘΣ ǳǎƛƴƎ 

unmanned aircraft. 

COVID-19 is directly disrupting the ability of Isle of Wight NHS Trust to procure chemotherapy for its 

cancer patients. As the Trust does not have a Pharmacy Manufacturing Unit (PMU) of its own, it is 

wholly dependent on Portsmouth Hospitals University NHS Trust for the supply of chemotherapy. 

Chemotherapy drugs have a short shelf-life (8-24 hours) and since there is a (pre-COVID-19) 3 to 4-

hour travel time between the hospitals (2 taxis and a ferry), the chemotherapy must be manufactured 

before it can be confirmed that the patient is able to attend or receive the treatment. COVID-19 is 

negatively impacting this issue as it is causing disruption to the ferry companies, who have lost 

revenue and staff due to illness and furlough, through suspensions, cancellations, delays and changing 

ǘƛƳŜǘŀōƭŜǎΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ƛǎ ƳŀƪƛƴƎ ƛǘ ŘƛŦŦƛŎǳƭǘ ŦƻǊ {ǘ aŀǊȅΩǎ IƻǎǇƛǘŀƭ ǘƻ ƻǊƎŀƴƛǎŜ ŎƘŜƳƻǘƘŜǊŀǇȅ ŘŜƭƛǾŜǊƛŜǎ ŀƴŘ 

has consequently made chemotherapy sessions challenging to coordinate. The current cut-off time 

for Isle of Wight NHS Trust placing an order for chemotherapy is noon the day before the patient is 

due to receive the treatment. This is a fixed cut-off as Portsmouth PMU manufactures over 50,000 

doses per month and so it cannot be brought forward. This presents a large time-period between the 

manufacture of the chemotherapy and the patient receiving it, during which patients are clinically 

assessed and a significant proportion are found to be unable to receive the treatment. This means 

that the treatment has already been prepared when the patient is found to be clinically unable to 

receive it, leading to wastage of compounds which can cost many thousands of pounds per dose. 

Importantly, if a patient misses a session, it is harder to organise a future session even though there 

is a greater clinical imperative to provide chemotherapy after a missed session. Additionally, valuable 

staff time is spent attempting to call Portsmouth PMU in the hope that an order may be cancelled, as 

well as calling taxis and ferries to reorganise deliveries, when that time could be spent on providing 

clinical care. This is during a pandemic when staff time has only become more valuable. Moreover, 

some cancer patients are having to travel across the Solent to Portsmouth to receive treatment. 

Increased ferry waiting periods in adverse weather conditions make the trip more arduous during a 

time when the island is one of the worst hit areas in the country for COVID-19. In the seven days up 

to 3rd January 2021, data showed a rolling rate of 1,654.3 cases per 100,000 for the east side of the 

island, with 156 cases. As a result, there has been consideration for the Portsmouth PMU to extend 

its working hours. 

 
1 Note that the original Statement of Need referred to a 4-week trial. However, as per section 4 of this document, 
a request was made by the NHS to extend the trial period to 12 weeks. 
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Reducing the delivery time to a 32-minute direct flight between the two hospitals would be 

transformative, as the chemotherapy could be manufactured once the patient is confirmed to be 

present and able to receive treatment, before the drugs are then delivered on-demand. This would 

make chemotherapy delivery reliable and so enable Isle of Wight NHS Trust to organise and re-

organise sessions more readily. Additionally, by reducing the delivery time, the cut-off time for placing 

an order is pushed forward, thereby reducing both chemotherapy waste and staff time spent on non-

clinical care. Moreover, using an unmanned aircraft can eliminate unnecessary patient and staff travel 

that would otherwise put vulnerable individuals and NHS staff at risk during the pandemic. As recent 

research has shown that the coronavirus can survive for up to 72 hours on common clothing, including 

three of the most commonly used textiles in healthcare, it is paramount that unnecessary travel is 

reduced. By flying on-demand, costs can also be reduced as chemotherapy is saved from being wasted, 

ǘŀȄƛǎκŦŜǊǊƛŜǎ ŀǊŜ ōȅǇŀǎǎŜŘ ŀƴŘ tƻǊǘǎƳƻǳǘƘ ta¦Ωǎ ǿƻǊƪƛƴƎ ƘƻǳǊǎ ƴŜŜŘ ƴƻǘ ōŜ ŜȄǘŜƴŘŜŘΦ CǳǊǘƘŜǊƳƻǊŜΣ 

a comparison will be made between the delivery methods to establish the benefit of drones to the 

environment. 

Faster, on-demand ŘŜƭƛǾŜǊȅ ƻŦ ŎƘŜƳƻǘƘŜǊŀǇȅ ǘƻ {ǘ aŀǊȅΩǎ IƻǎǇƛǘŀƭ ǿƻǳƭŘ ǊŜǎǇƻƴŘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ LǎƭŜ ƻŦ ²ƛƎƘǘ 

bI{ ¢ǊǳǎǘΩǎ Ŏŀƭƭ ŦƻǊ ƘŜƭǇ ǘƻ ƳƛǘƛƎŀǘŜ ǘƘŜ ƛƳǇŀŎǘǎ ƻŦ /h±L5-19 on its cancer patients. In addition, there 

are other time-sensitive items, such as COVID-19 swabs and blood tests, vaccines, personal protective 

equipment, test kits, testing reagents, tracheostomy tubes, stroke kits, blood units and convalescent 

plasma that could be transported between the two hospitals via unmanned aircraft. To these ends, 

beyond visual line of sight unmanned aircraft operations will be required and, in accordance with CAP 

1915, such operations must be conducted within segregated airspace. CAP 1915 states that the 

primary method for achieving this airspace is by application for a Temporary Danger Area (TDA). Skylift 

UAV Limited therefore requests the establishment of a TDA to segregate their operations accordingly. 

At the ACP assessment meeting, the CAA airspace regulation team noted that it would be important 

to make clear the driver and requirement for the TDA in this instance. It was noted that a previous 

TDA had been established in this area to demonstrate unmanned aircraft (UA) use in support of the 

COVID-19 response by transporting medical-related material. It would be important to understand 

if/how this was different and why its duration and implementation date would satisfy this driver 

compared to moving forward with a Permanent Change. The driver for the TDA under this ACP is still 

COVID-19. The previous trial in 2020, using a UA between Lee-On-Solent and Binstead Airfield, did not 

completely prove the case for using UA. While transport time between the airfields was quick, 

transport time between the airfields and the hospitals at either end was still an issue. The Skylift UAV 

trial is distinct from the 2020 trial as it has the aim of establishing if flying UA directly between the 

hospitals does provide appropriate time and cost savings. 

This document explains the rationale for selecting stakeholders, details the engagement methodology 

and duration, and lists the targeted stakeholders with a summary of their responses. The evidence of 

the engagement activity is included along with an analysis of the responses, showing how feedback 

has influenced the final proposal. This document also sets out how Skylift UAV Limited will collate, 

monitor and report on the level and content of related complaints and feedback once the TDAs have 

been implemented. In conclusion, the final design proposal is laid out. 

2. Rationale for selecting stakeholders 
Annex A to the CAA Policy for the Establishment of Permanent and Temporary Danger Areas, dated 

21/07/2020, requires targeted engagement with aviation stakeholders. 

Following the airspace change process assessment meeting on 15/03/2021, the CAA provided Skylift 

UAV with the National Air Traffic Management Advisory Committee (NATMAC) distribution list as a 

http://publicapps.caa.co.uk/docs/33/Policy%20Statement%20Permanently%20Established%20Danger%20Areas%20and%20Temporary%20Danger%20Areas.pdf
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suggested starting point of aviation stakeholders to engage. Skylift UAV chose to engage with the 

organisations most likely to be affected by the proposed TDAs, such as those related to general 

aviation, rather than those related to airlines who would not be affected by the TDAs. In addition, six 

local aerodromes were selected due to their proximity to the TDAs. A full list of stakeholders can be 

found in section 5 below. 

3. Engagement methodology 
Skylift UAV knew that, in accordance with CAP 1915, TDAs would be required to establish segregated 

airspace for their intended operation. To that end, Skylift UAV engaged with the local aviation 

stakeholders that they envisaged would be affected by their flying operation (see section 2 above) 

through both e-mail and phone calls. The flying operations were discussed in detail and appropriate 

deconfliction strategies were agreed where necessary. 

Skylift UAV sent selected stakeholders, by e-mail where possible, the engagement material as per 

section 6.1 below. Where e-mail addresses were not available, phone calls were made, and attempts 

to obtain e-mail addresses were made so that the engagement material could be sent on. 

The engagement material was also uploaded to the CAA Airspace Change Portal so that any potential 

stakeholders that were missed had the opportunity to make their views known. 

4. Engagement duration 
All initially identified stakeholders were e-mailed on 19/03/2021 and were asked to provide responses 

by 1700 hours on 16/04/2021, allowing 4 weeks to give feedback. Skylift UAV asked all stakeholders 

to note that the normal engagement period of 6 weeks had been shortened to 4 weeks due to the call 

for help from Isle of Wight NHS Trust to mitigate the impacts of COVID-19 on its cancer patients. 

A CAA Flight Operations Training Inspector kindly identified further potentially affected stakeholders 

and they were e-mailed on 26/03/2021. 

During the engagement period, Skylift UAV were requested by the NHS to extend the trial from 4 

weeks to the 90 days permitted for a temporary airspace arrangement. An update e-mail, as per 

section 6.1 below, was therefore sent out to all stakeholders on 01/04/2021. Consideration was given 

to delaying the engagement period deadline but to do so would have meant missing the Aeronautical 

Information Circular publishing schedule date of 21/05/2021, which would have pushed the planned 

implementation date of 01/07/2021 back at least a month. 

5. List of targeted stakeholders and summary of responses 
Table 1 provides a list of all stakeholders that were contacted, whether they responded, and whether 

their response resulted in a design change. For clarity, those stakeholders that responded have been 

highlighted in the table. 

Table 1: Targeted Stakeholders 

Stakeholder Response 
received 

Resulted in 
design change? 

Association of Remotely Piloted Aircraft Systems UK N N/A 

Baker Barracks, Thorney Island (Ministry of Defence) Y Y 

Bembridge Airport N N/A 

Chichester/Goodwood Airport N N/A 

Chichester and District Model Aero Club Y N 

Fleetlands Heliport Y Y 
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General Aviation Alliance N N/A 

Hampshire and Isle of Wight Air Ambulance Y N 

Heliair (pipeline patrol) N N/A 

Helicentre (pipeline patrol) N N/A 

HM Coastguard, Solent Airport Y N 

Isle of Wight Airport Sandown Y N 

Ministry of Defence - Defence Airspace and Air Traffic 
Management 

Y Y 

National Grid Electricity Transmission UK Y N 

National Police Air Service Y N 

PDG Helicopters (Railtrack survey) N N/A 

RSPB Langstone Harbour N N/A 

Solent Airport N N/A 

Southampton Airport Y Y 

Specialist Aviation Services (Children's Air Ambulance) N N/A 

 

An e-mail address was not available for Bembridge Airport, and it was also closed due to the 

Coronavirus pandemic until 29/03/2021. A call was made to the advertised telephone line for the 

airport on 30/03/2021 and a message was left on the answering machine, but no response was 

received. 

Engagement material was sent directly to Fleetlands Heliport, but they chose to respond via Ministry 

of Defence - Defence Airspace and Air Traffic Management (MoD DAATM). Their response was 

therefore included in the wider response provided by MoD DAATM. 

While the proposed route for this ACP overflies the Langstone Harbour bird sanctuary, it was not clear 

to Skylift UAV whether the proposed TDA could be put in place from the surface and inside the 

boundary of the avoidance. The CAA Airspace Regulation Team investigated this issue and could find 

nothing to prevent the implementation of the TDA as proposed. However, given what Skylift UAV are 

trying to achieve, the CAA thought it appropriate for Skylift UAV to engage with the bird sanctuary and 

the CAA would then consider the proposed route alongside the feedback from the other stakeholders, 

including the bird sanctuary. To that end, Skylift UAV e-mailed RSPB Langstone Harbour on 

25/03/2021. While no reply was received from RSPB Langstone Harbour, Natural England were 

engaged via the stakeholder engagement with Baker Barracks, Thorney Island, and provided feedback 

from an ecological point of view for the Langstone Harbour area within their overall response. 

Additional feedback was received from the following stakeholders: 

¶ Pilot A (retired ATCO, current private pilot) 

¶ Pilot B (.ǊƛǘƛǎƘ aƛŎǊƻƭƛƎƘǘ !ƛǊŎǊŀŦǘ !ǎǎƻŎƛŀǘƛƻƴΩǎ !ƛǊǎǇŀŎŜ ¢ŜŀƳ) 

¶ British Microlight Aircraft Association 

¶ Pilot C (GA/microlight pilot) 

¶ Person D (private individual) 

¶ Natural England 

¶ Person E (private individual) 

¶ Sky Surfing Club 

¶ Thorney Island Microlight Club (TIMC) 

Note that the responses from Natural England and TIMC resulted in design changes to the TDAs. 
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6. Evidence of engagement 

6.1. Engagement material 
The following is the text of the e-mail that was sent out to all stakeholders: 

Dear Stakeholder 

Skylift UAV Limited have been tasked by Isle of Wight NHS Trust to run a 4-week trial transporting 

ŎƘŜƳƻǘƘŜǊŀǇȅ ŘǊǳƎǎ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ vǳŜŜƴ !ƭŜȄŀƴŘǊŀ IƻǎǇƛǘŀƭ ƛƴ tƻǊǘǎƳƻǳǘƘ ŀƴŘ {ǘ aŀǊȅΩǎ IƻǎǇƛǘŀƭ ƛƴ 

Newport, Isle of Wight, using remotely piloted aircraft (RPA). This is in direct support of the NHS and 

UK Government response to the COVID-19 pandemic. The full Statement of Need for this project is 

ŀǾŀƛƭŀōƭŜ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ /ƛǾƛƭ !Ǿƛŀǘƛƻƴ !ǳǘƘƻǊƛǘȅΩǎ !ƛǊǎǇŀŎŜ /ƘŀƴƎŜ tƻǊǘŀƭ όƭƛƴƪ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜŘ ōŜƭƻǿύΦ hƴŎŜ ŀƭƭ ǘƘŜ 

relevant approvals are in place, we plan to conduct a beyond visual line of sight flying operation 

between the above-mentioned sites. The CAA have determined that this project is in scope of the 

airspace change process and that a Temporary Danger Area (TDA) will be required for the route to 

segregate our operation. To that end, we are required to formally engage fellow airspace users who 

will potentially be affected by the proposed TDA. Details of the proposed TDA, subject to approval by 

the CAA, are attached, as is a feedback form. The Airspace Change Proposal reference is ACP-2021-

002 and all documentation associated with this proposal is available via that link. 

We wish to create minimal impact to the operations of other airspace users while avoiding overflight 

of inhabited areas where possible. We have endeavoured to propose a TDA split into three portions 

ǘƘŀǘ ŀǊŜ ŀǎ ǎƳŀƭƭ ŀǎ ǇƻǎǎƛōƭŜ ǘƻ ŀŎŎƻƳƳƻŘŀǘŜ ƻǳǊ ŦƭȅƛƴƎ ƻǇŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ŀǊŜ ά±Cw-ŦǊƛŜƴŘƭȅέΦ ²Ŝ ǿƛƭƭ ƘŀǾŜ 

a comprehensive communications system in place, which can automatically text, for example, ATDs 

and ETAs to anyone that requires that information, and we can also provide Pre-Flight Information for 

the TDA via a dedicated telephone number. In the event of the emergency services requiring access 

to the airspace within a TDA, they will be given priority over RPA traffic and we can collapse the TDA 

very quickly if necessary. Our RPA is equipped with ADS-B and a Mode S Transponder for electronic 

ŎƻƴǎǇƛŎǳƛǘȅΦ ²Ŝ ǿƛƭƭ ŀƭǎƻ DŜƻCŜƴŎŜ ǘƘŜ wt!Ωǎ CƭƛƎƘǘ ±ƻƭǳƳŜ όǎŜŜ CAP 1915 for more information 

regarding this term) so that the aircraft remains within the confines of the TDA. During the trial, the 

expected operating hours of the TDA will be five days per week, predominantly in daylight hours, and 

ǘƘŜ ¢5! ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ŀŎǘƛǾŀǘŜŘ ōȅ bh¢!a ǿƛǘƘ ŀǘ ƭŜŀǎǘ нп ƘƻǳǊǎΩ ƴƻǘƛŎŜΦ ²Ŝ ŀƴǘƛŎƛǇŀǘŜ п ǊŜǘǳǊƴ ŦƭƛƎƘǘǎ ǇŜǊ 

day during the week but there may be the occasional night flight or flight at the weekend. All flights 

will be as required by Isle of Wight NHS Trust to achieve the goals of the trial. 

We would appreciate it therefore if you could review the proposed TDA, complete the attached 

feedback form and return it to admin@flyby.technology by 1700 hours on Friday 16th April 2021. 

(Please note that the normal engagement period of 6 weeks has been shortened to 4 weeks due to 

the call for help from Isle of Wight NHS Trust to mitigate the impacts of COVID-19 on its cancer 

patients.) If necessary, we are also happy to discuss our plans over the phone with you and minute 

the conversation. If you do wish to speak on the phone, please e-mail first so that we can arrange a 

mutually convenient date and time. For reasons of transparency, we must upload all feedback to the 

Airspace Change Portal. We will share feedback with the CAA in its original form, but published 

feedback will be redacted to remove personal details. 

We really do appreciate your feedback on this proposal, and we would like to thank you in advance 

for taking the time to respond. However, if you do not feel that your organisation is affected by the 

proposed TDA then there is no need to respond. If we do not receive a response from you, we will 

assume that you have no objection to the Airspace Change Proposal as published. 

Best regards 

https://airspacechange.caa.co.uk/PublicProposalArea?pID=335
https://airspacechange.caa.co.uk/PublicProposalArea?pID=335
https://publicapps.caa.co.uk/modalapplication.aspx?appid=11&mode=detail&id=9593
mailto:admin@flyby.technology
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Skylift UAV Limited 

Attached to the e-mail was a blank feedback form, completed examples of which can be seen in 

Appendix A to this document. 

Also attached were the proposed TDA designs: 

Solent TDA A 
 

Lateral Limits Vertical Limits 

Area bounded by straight lines joining: 
50°51'30"N 001°05'00"W 
50°51'30"N 001°00'30"W 
50°49'10"N 000°54'30"W 
50°48'40"N 000°56'20"W 
50°50'40"N 001°01'20"W 
50°50'40"N 001°05'00"W 
to origin 

Lower Limit: SFC 
¦ǇǇŜǊ [ƛƳƛǘΥ урлΩ !a{[ 

 

Solent TDA B 
 

Lateral Limits Vertical Limits 

Area bounded by straight lines joining: 
50°49'10"N 000°54'30"W 
50°46'10"N 000°55'20"W 
50°44'20"N 001°12'30"W 
50°45'00"N 001°14'10"W 
50°46'50"N 000°56'50"W 
50°48'40"N 000°56'20"W 
to origin 

Lower Limit: SFC 
Upper Limit: пллΩ !a{[ 

 

Solent TDA C 
 

Lateral Limits Vertical Limits 

Area bounded by straight lines joining: 
50°44'20"N 001°12'30"W 
50°42'10"N 001°18'00"W 
50°43'00"N 001°19'30"W 
50°45'00"N 001°14'10"W 
to origin 

Lower Limit: SFC 
¦ǇǇŜǊ [ƛƳƛǘΥ трлΩ !a{[ 
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The following is the text of the update e-mail that was sent out to all stakeholders: 

Dear Stakeholder 

Thank you to those of you who have kindly already provided feedback for ACP-2021-002. Again, we 

wish to create minimal impact to the operations of other airspace users. We have, however, since 

been asked by the NHS to extend our trial from 4 weeks to the 90 days permitted for a temporary 

airspace arrangement. This will give them the time necessary to gather the evidence required to 

determine the impact of unmanned aircraft transportation on patient outcomes. This update has been 

discussed with the CAA and the remaining details of the airspace change proposal are unchanged. We 

understand this may alter any response you have already sent to us and we apologise for this 

inconvenience. We would be happy to work with you to resolve any concerns you may have before 

the engagement period ends on 16th April 2021. We did consider delaying this deadline but to do so 

would mean we would miss the 21st May Aeronautical Information Circular publishing schedule dates, 

which would push the planned implementation date of 1st July back at least a month. We have updated 

the Airspace Change Portal and we have also uploaded the letter of support for this project from the 

Isle of Wight NHS Trust, for whom we hope you agree it is worth avoiding any such delay. 

Thank you for your understanding, 

Skylift UAV Limited 

6.2. Summary of feedback 
Skylift UAV received feedback from 10 of the targeted stakeholders. A further 9 stakeholders 

contacted Skylift UAV to provide feedback. Nine stakeholders were either supportive of the proposals 

https://airspacechange.caa.co.uk/PublicProposalArea?pID=335
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or had no objection to them. Seven stakeholders had no objection to the proposals if issues raised in 

their feedback could be addressed. Three stakeholders opposed the proposals. 

The following points are of note: 

¶ From a medical point of view, the original Statement of Need could have been clearer. Apian 

Ltd, Skylift ¦!±Ωǎ ōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎ ǇŀǊǘƴŜǊ ǿƘƻ ŀǊŜ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎƛōƭŜ ŦƻǊ the service provision to the NHS 

and who helped to write the Statement of Need, welcomed the feedback from stakeholders, 

which they will take into account for future projects. 

¶ The provision of a Danger Area Crossing Service (DACS) or Danger Area Activity Information 

Service (DAAIS) was raised by several stakeholders. Skylift UAV attempted to arrange a 

DACS/DAAIS with local Air Traffic Service Units without success and cannot provide such a 

service themselves. However, the RPA is equipped with a VHF radio and the remote pilots will 

hold a Flight Radiotelephony hǇŜǊŀǘƻǊΩǎ [ƛŎŜƴŎŜ όCw¢h[ύ, so the safety of the operation would 

be enhanced if the remote pilots could speak to other aircraft on the radio. Unfortunately, the 

CAA currently has no mechanism to allocate a call sign to RPA of the type operated by Skylift 

UAV. Lǘ ƛǎ {ƪȅƭƛŦǘ ¦!±Ωǎ ƻǇƛƴƛƻƴΣ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘŜŘ ōȅ ǎǘŀƪŜƘƻƭŘŜǊ ŦŜŜŘōŀŎƪΣ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘƛǎ ƛǎǎǳŜ ƴŜŜŘǎ ǘƻ 

be addressed by the CAA as a matter of urgency. 

¶ The CAA Special Use Airspace - Safety Buffer Policy for Airspace Design Purposes resulted in 

Southampton Airport being initially unable to support the proposal. Although CAP 1915 

requires the RPA operation to have a Contingency Volume and Emergency Buffer, which are 

contained entirely within the TDA, this was not deemed to provide suitable mitigation for 

dispensation from the Safety Buffer Policy. While Skylift UAV fully understand the current 

need for segregation of RPAS activities, they believe that the Safety Buffer Policy, which was 

written in 2014, needs to be updated to reflect current RPAS capabilities and the requirements 

of CAP 1915. 

The full responses from all stakeholders are in Appendix A (see section 10 below). 

7. Analysis of responses 
Skylift UAV appreciate the feedback provided by stakeholders. Each response was analysed carefully 

to see if any change could or should be made to the proposed design. 

Having proposed the TDAs as per section 6.1 above, Skylift UAV worked with the stakeholders 

operating from Thorney Island airstrip to ensure minimum impact on local flying operations. Although 

the operating site at Baker Barracks always meant that the proposed TDAs would sit over the airstrip, 

Skylift UAV, as the Danger Area Authority, can allow pre-arranged, deconflicted access to the TDAs. 

Following engagement with Baker Barracks MoD staff, Chichester and District Model Aero Club 

(CADMAC), the Defence Infrastructure Organisation, Natural England and TIMC, design changes were 

made to TDAs A and B as shown in the diagram below, creating TDAs A, B and C. The upper limit of 

the new TDA B was raised to 650 FT AMSL due to a required increase in RPA operating altitude to 

accommodate environmental constraints. The amended co-ordinates for TDAs A, B and C and 

associated vertical limits are in the Final Design Proposal in section 9 below. There was no need at this 

stage to make any changes to the original TDA C, other than rename it as TDA D. 

A letter of agreement has been drawn up between Skylift UAV Ltd and, jointly, CADMAC and TIMC to 

specify deconfliction procedures within the TDAs. 

Feedback from Fleetlands Heliport via MoD DAATM resulted in Skylift UAV re-examining the upper 

limit of TDA A. It was decided by Skylift UAV that they were being overly cautious in using the 429 FT 

spot height to the west of TDA A and that, by careful examination of the terrain elevation on the RPA 

https://publicapps.caa.co.uk/modalapplication.aspx?catid=1&pagetype=65&appid=11&mode=detail&id=6378


 

9 
 

route, they could justify reducing the upper limit of TDA A to 750 FT AMSL. This reduction in the upper 

limit of TDA A addresses similar concerns raised by other stakeholders. 

Southampton Airport were initially unable to support the ACP as the original TDA C did not comply 

with the CAA Special Use Airspace - Safety Buffer Policy for Airspace Design Purposes. Although Skylift 

UAV were seeking to reach agreement with the airport for dispensation from this policy, Southampton 

Airport were unable to accommodate this request. To that end, TDA C, which had since been renamed 

as TDA D, was moved to the east, as shown in the diagram below, so that the TDA complied with the 

requirements of the Safety Buffer Policy. Southampton Airport had no issues with this redesign. The 

amended co-ordinates for TDA D and associated vertical limits are in the Final Design Proposal in 

section 9 below. 

Skylift UAV will give priority to emergency services aircraft requiring access to active TDAs. While HM 

Coastguard and the National Police Air Service were content with the information that will be provided 

by the TDA activation NOTAM, Hampshire and Isle of Wight Air Ambulance required a more detailed 

arrangement. To that end, Skylift UAV were happy to draw up a letter of agreement with Babcock 

Onshore, the Air Ambulance operators, to specify deconfliction procedures within the TDAs. 

 

 

 

8. Collation, monitoring and reporting on level and content of related complaints /  

feedback post-implementation 
Prior to implementation, stakeholders that responded to the engagement process will be advised that 

they can make complaints or provide feedback during the first two months of operation of the TDA. 

All relevant complaints or feedback received by Skylift UAV will be reviewed and considered in relation 

to the RPA flying operation. At the end of the second month, Skylift UAV will provide a report to the 

CAA containing any complaints and feedback received. 

https://publicapps.caa.co.uk/modalapplication.aspx?catid=1&pagetype=65&appid=11&mode=detail&id=6378
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9. Conclusion and final design proposal 
Skylift UAV believe that the proposed final design below provides sufficient segregated airspace in 

which to safely conduct their RPA flying operations while imposing minimum impact on other airspace 

users. Skylift UAV will continue to work closely with stakeholders during the 3-month trial so that 

Skylift UAV can make a positive contribution to gathering the evidence required to determine the 

impact of UA transportation on patient outcomes while facilitating safe, deconflicted access to the 

segregated airspace for those stakeholders that need it. 

Due to the upper limits of the proposed TDAs being below the altitude at which general aviation traffic 

operates, and the agreements with local airspace users at Thorney Island, Skylift UAV does not believe 

that this proposal is likely to affect the distribution of traffic patterns below 7000 FT. 

Below is the final design proposal, which also constitutes the draft Aeronautical Information Circular. 

Final Design Proposal 

1. From 01/07/2021 through to 28/09/21, a Remotely Piloted Aircraft System (RPAS) will operate 

between vǳŜŜƴ !ƭŜȄŀƴŘǊŀ IƻǎǇƛǘŀƭ ƛƴ tƻǊǘǎƳƻǳǘƘ ŀƴŘ {ǘ aŀǊȅΩǎ IƻǎǇƛǘŀƭ ƛƴ bŜǿǇƻǊǘΣ LǎƭŜ ƻŦ 

Wight to carry out operational flights for the purpose of transporting essential medical goods 

between the healthcare sites in direct support of the NHS and UK Government response to the 

COVID-19 pandemic. As the RPAS will be operating Beyond Visual Line of Sight, a Temporary 

Danger Area (TDA) complex will be established to facilitate the safe operation of the RPAS. 

2. The TDA complex is sponsored by Skylift UAV Limited in accordance with Airspace Change 

reference ACP-2021-002. 

3. The TDA complex will consist of 4 Danger Areas to facilitate the route between the healthcare 

sites. A chart of the area is included within this Aeronautical Information Circular. 

4. Only the Danger Areas required for each flight or series of flights will be activated to minimise 

impact to other air users. 

5. The required TDAs will be notified for activation no less than 24 hours prior to the planned flights. 

REQUIRED TEMPORARY DANGER AREAS WILL BE NOTIFIED BY NOTAM 

6. EG DxxxA. When required from 01/07/2021 through to 28/09/21, a Temporary Danger Area is 

established within the area bounded by straight lines joining successively the following points ς 

a. 50°51'30"N 001°05'00"W 

b. 50°51'30"N 001°00'30"W 

c. 50°50'10"N 000°56'50"W 

d. 50°49'20"N 000°57'40"W 

e. 50°50'40"N 001°01'20"W 

f. 50°50'40"N 001°05'00"W 

7. Within EG DxxxA, Pre-Flight Information will be available from Skylift UAV via telephone number 

0330 053 7600, which will be manned from 30 minutes before until 30 minutes after the notified 

activation period. When notified as active, requests for access to the TDA by emergency services 

aircraft shall be made by calling this number. Access to the TDA by emergency services aircraft will 

always be given priority over RPAS operations, which will be immediately suspended. 

8. The Temporary Danger Area EG DxxxA is established between Surface and 750 FT AMSL. 

9. EG DxxxB. When required from 01/07/2021 through to 28/09/21, a Temporary Danger Area is 

established within the area bounded by straight lines joining successively the following points ς 

a. 50°50'10"N 000°56'50"W 

b. 50°49'10"N 000°54'40"W 
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c. 50°46'10"N 000°55'40"W 

d. 50°46'00"N 000°57'00"W 

e. 50°46'50"N 000°57'30"W 

f. 50°49'20"N 000°57'40"W 

10. Within EG DxxxB, Pre-Flight Information will be available from Skylift UAV via telephone number 

0330 053 7600, which will be manned from 30 minutes before until 30 minutes after the notified 

activation period. When notified as active, requests for access to the TDA by emergency services 

aircraft shall be made by calling this number. Access to the TDA by emergency services aircraft will 

always be given priority over RPAS operations, which will be immediately suspended. 

11. The Temporary Danger Area EG DxxxB is established between Surface and 650 FT AMSL. 

12. EG DxxxC. When required from 01/07/2021 through to 28/09/21, a Temporary Danger Area is 

established within the area bounded by straight lines joining successively the following points ς 

a. 50°46'00"N 000°57'00"W 

b. 50°44'20"N 001°12'30"W 

c. 50°45'00"N 001°14'10"W 

d. 50°46'50"N 000°57'30"W 

13. Within EG DxxxC, Pre-Flight Information will be available from Skylift UAV via telephone number 

0330 053 7600, which will be manned from 30 minutes before until 30 minutes after the notified 

activation period. When notified as active, requests for access to the TDA by emergency services 

aircraft shall be made by calling this number. Access to the TDA by emergency services aircraft will 

always be given priority over RPAS operations, which will be immediately suspended. 

14. The Temporary Danger Area EG DxxxC is established between Surface and 400 FT AMSL. 

15. EG DxxxD. When required from 01/07/2021 through to 28/09/21, a Temporary Danger Area is 

established within the area bounded by straight lines joining successively the following points ς 

a. 50°44'20"N 001°12'30"W 

b. 50°44'00"N 001°14'10"W 

c. 50°41'50"N 001°15'50"W 

d. 50°42'10"N 001°17'00"W 

e. 50°44'30"N 001°15'20"W 

f. 50°45'00"N 001°14'10"W 

16. Within EG DxxxD, Pre-Flight Information will be available from Skylift UAV via telephone number 

0330 053 7600, which will be manned from 30 minutes before until 30 minutes after the notified 

activation period. When notified as active, requests for access to the TDA by emergency services 

aircraft shall be made by calling this number. Access to the TDA by emergency services aircraft will 

always be given priority over RPAS operations, which will be immediately suspended. 

17. The Temporary Danger Area EG DxxxD is established between Surface and 750 FT AMSL. 

18. Further enquiries can be made to Airspace Regulation (Utilisation), Safety and Airspace Regulation 

Group, Civil Aviation Authority on telephone number 01293 983880. 

<TDA EG DxxxA, TDA EG DxxxB, TDA EG DxxxC and TDA EG DxxxD to be charted by NATS> 
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10. Appendix A ς Stakeholder Responses 
 

Pilot A 
 

 

Feedback: 

Whilst the proposal appears to provide a telephone based DAAIS (Danger Area Information Service), 

there does not appear to be any provision of a real time DACS (Danger Area Crossing Service). 

This is particularly important given the proposed areas of operation which are amongst the busiest 

for both maritime and aviation operations. 

The Solent is not only a congested waterway, it is also very busy with air traffic routing from the 

mainland to the Isle of Wight, traffic routing along the south coast of the mainland and traffic 

operating in The Solent itself. 

This air traffic consists of General Aviation, Military Aviation (normally rotorary winged) and 

Emergency Services Aviation. All of these operations should have full and equitable access to the 

proposed airspace which would usually be provided by means of a DACS. 

DACS by telephone is not practicable for flights that are already airborne, and may require access to 

the proposed TDAs at short notice. The usual method of provision would be through VHF Radio, and 

yet the proposal does not mention this. 

NOTAM activation is a blunt instrument and inevitably blocks the airspace for longer than actually 

required. It is difficult to see how a trial such as this could be constrained to limited time periods and 

the proposal makes no mention of this. Presumably then the intention is to close the airspace for the 

long periods that are referred to. 

Without DACS the TDA is not danger area, but has much in common with prohibited area with very 

limited opportunities for access. 

Given that this is described as a trial, it is not appropriate to "sterillise" such a large amount of 

airspace in such a busy area with little or no ability to access that airspace. 

It could be claimed that the level of the airspce would not affect most aviation users, but this is not 

true. Many aircraft operated by the groups listed above regularly operate at the levels proposed,in 

particular over the sea. 

 

Reply from Skylift UAV Ltd: 

Thank you for getting in touch and for your feedback.  We appreciate the inconvenience of the TDA, 

however; currently, we have no option but to operate in a TDA as BVLOS (beyond visual line of sight) 
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drones are not allowed to operate alongside manned aviation.  Segregated airspace is the only 

option.  Most of us come from a manned aviation background so we are aware of the imposition on 

local airspace users and have tried to make the TDA as small and VFR-friendly as possible.  Please 

refer to CAP 1915 for further information as to the CAA requirements for BVLOS drone operations.   

We agree that a VHF frequency for DACS or DAAIS would be the ideal solution for airborne traffic, 

however; the regulations only allow us to provide a phone number for Pre-Flight Information.  We 

are attempting to engage with the local ATS providers to see if they can help with providing a DACS 

or DAAIS.  If we are successful, this will be included in the Engagement Report to the CAA and would 

be promulgated in any NOTAM associated with the TDA.  We are also engaging with HEMS, the 

National Police Air Service, HM Coastguard and the Thorney Island users to ensure our operations 

are compatible with their needs.  Additionally, we are contacting other local users for their input and 

feedback. 

With regards to the blocks of airspace, we have broken the route into 3 sections in order to be able 

to place the vertical upper limit as low as possible.  In area B, over the water, there is a vertical limit 

ƻŦ пллΩ !a{[ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƛǎ ōŜƭƻǿ ǘƘŜ ƭƛƳƛǘ ƻŦ ±Cw ƳƛƴƛƳǳƳ ŀƭǘƛǘǳŘŜ ƻŦ рллΩ ƻǾŜǊ ƴƻƴ-built-up areas.  

Areas A and C both have either higher terrain or obstacles which require the upper limit to be 

higher.  However, with regards to VFR flight rules, these upper limits still remain below the lower 

limit of VFR flight rules (see SERA.5005) where possible and are therefore aimed at having minimum 

impact on general aviation users.  The routing has been selected to minimize flight over built-up 

areas.   The dimensions of the TDA are calculated based on the requirements for a flight volume, 

contingency volume and emergency buffer as set out by the CAA in CAP1915. 

I hope this helps to clarify our efforts and to stem your concerns.   

 

Response from Pilot A: 

Thanks for you reply. 

I have further feedback based on this. 

¸ƻǳ ǎǘŀǘŜ ǘƘŀǘ ϦǿŜ ƘŀǾŜ ƴƻ ƻǇǘƛƻƴ ōǳǘ ǘƻ ƻǇŜǊŀǘŜ ƛƴ ŀ ¢5! ŀǎ .±[h{έΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ǘǊǳŜΦ ¸ƻǳ ƘŀǾŜ ǘƘŜ 

ƻǇǘƛƻƴ ƴƻǘ ǘƻ ƻǇŜǊŀǘŜΦ ¢ƘŜ άŘƻ ƴƻǘƘƛƴƎέ ƻǇǘƛƻƴ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ŀƭǿŀȅǎ ōŜ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊŜŘ ŀƴŘ ŀŘŘǊŜǎǎŜŘ ƛƴ ŀƭƭ 

proposals. 

Also,  "regulations only allow us to provide a phone number for Pre-Flight Information" Which 

regulations? OFCOM will gladly license you and your operators  and provide a frequency I would 

have thought. Perhaps even explore the potential to use SAFETYCOM? 

²Ƙƛƭǎǘ ǘƘŜ ¢5! ŘƻŜǎ ŀǇǇŜŀǊ ǘƻ ōŜ ōŜƭƻǿ άƴƻǊƳŀƭέ ±Cw ƭŜǾŜƭǎΣ ǘƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ƴƻ ƳŜƴǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŀ ōǳŦŦŜǊ ȊƻƴŜ ŀǎ 

required by CAP 1915.  

Nor do I see any mention of deconfliction from ships / boats in the Solent. This is a busy waterway 

with large vessels, including oil and gas tankers. How do you intend to mitigate any failure of your 

aircraft from impact with flammable gas carrier which you cannot see (BVLOS?). 

Whilst you have an interesting proposal, until such time as detect and avoid technology is reliable 

and effective, it is difficult to see (no pun intended) how you can operate for an extended route 

BLVOS over a busy commercial waterway such as the Solent.. 
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Reply from Skylift UAV Ltd: 

Thank you for your further response and our apologies for the delayed reply.  We were awaiting a 

written response from the CAA regarding Pre-Flight Information.   

Skylift UAV had originally intended to provide a DAAIS via a radio frequency in accordance with the 

AIP, ENR 1.1, para 5.1.3.4. The CAA recently informed Skylift UAV verbally during a meeting that only 

ATCOs and FISOs can provide a DAAIS. The CAA have now put this in writing to Skylift UAV: "The 

definition and requirements for a DACS and DAAIS are laid out in ENR 1.1 para 5.1.3.3 and 5.1.3.4. 

Both are inflight services where a DACS provides a clearance and thus must be by an ATCO whereas 

a DAAIS is not a clearance but is instead passing the status of the airspace and therefore can be 

provided by a FISO. There will be licensing requirements on the Unit (the service provider) as to 

what they would need to be able to provide AFIS or ATC." Skylift UAV can therefore only provide 

Pre-Flight Information over the phone. While Skylift UAV would gladly use a VHF radio installed on 

the aircraft, the CAA currently has no mechanism to provide Skylift UAV with a call sign, as they do 

not put unmanned aircraft on the G-register. A G-registration is required for an Ofcom aircraft radio 

licence. The CAA have informed Skylift UAV that they are addressing this issue internally. Skylift UAV 

intend to maintain at least a listening watch on SAFETYCOM. 

The dimensions of the TDA must contain the flight volume, contingency volume and emergency 

buffer as set out in CAP1915. The justification for the dimensions of these volumes, and hence the 

TDA, is addressed in the Operating Safety Case (OSC) that Skylift UAV must submit to the CAA. 

5ŜŎƻƴŦƭƛŎǘƛƻƴ ŦǊƻƳ ǎƘƛǇǇƛƴƎ ŦƻǊƳǎ ǇŀǊǘ ƻŦ {ƪȅƭƛŦǘ ¦!±Ωǎ Ǌƛǎƪ ŀǎǎŜǎǎƳŜƴǘ ŀƴŘ h{/Φ  Lǘ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ŀŘŘǊŜǎǎŜŘ 

by the airspace change process (ACP).  However, we can provide the following information to you. 

One of the Skylift UAV employees is a Master Mariner and Flyby Technology has ex-Royal Navy flying 

instructors available to provide advice.  The height at which the aircraft will fly (approximately 80m) 

is above the superstructures of most ships.  The aircraft is fitted with both a forward-facing camera 

and a 360-ŘŜƎǊŜŜ ŎŀƳŜǊŀ όŀǎ ǇŀǊǘ ƻŦ ŀ ǘǊƛŀƭ ŘŜǘŜŎǘ ŀƴŘ ŀǾƻƛŘ ǎȅǎǘŜƳύΦ  ¢ƘŜ ǊŜƳƻǘŜ ǇƛƭƻǘΩǎ ƳƻǾƛƴƎ 

map display will have an input from the marine Automatic Identification System.  Skylift UAV will 

also check Southampton Vessel Traffic Services for large ship movements.  In the event of motor 

failure or total power loss, the aircraft is fitted with an independent ballistic parachute system. 

I hope this helps to address your concerns. 

 

Response from Pilot A: 

Thank you for your reply. 

I am little confused by your statement that the CAA do not currently register UAS. Here is a picture 

of the UAV G-CLLU. As you can see, it is clearly registered. 
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The Registration is still current according to GINFO. 

 

Reply from Skylift UAV Ltd: 

Thanks very much for that useful information ς we were not aware that the aircraft pictured had 

been G-registered. As part of another project, when Skylift UAV (and the departments that they 

were dealing with in the CAA) were under the impression that they could provide a DAAIS, they were 

advised by the CAA UAS Sector Team to register their aircraft with the CAA Aircraft Registration 

Team. This was at the end of last year. I was not part of the e-mail chain but my understanding is 

that the Aircraft Registration Team informed Skylift UAV that they could not put the aircraft on the 

G-register because it was a UAV. This went round in circles for a few days until the CAA took an 

internal action to resolve the issue. I then received the following information in an e-mail from the 

¦!{ {ŜŎǘƻǊ ¢ŜŀƳΥ ά¢ƘŜ ǊŜƎƛǎǘǊŀǘƛƻƴ ǘŜŀƳ ŀǊŜ ǳƴǿƛƭƭƛƴƎ ǘƻ ƻǇŜƴ ǳǇ ǘƘŜ D-ǊŜƎƛǎǘŜǊ ǘƻ ǎƳŀƭƭ ¦!{έ ŀƴŘ 

there was a promise of policy work to resolve the problem with issuing call signs to UAVs. We heard 

nothing more about this policy work and events were subsequently overtaken in mid-February by 

the conversation informing Skylift UAV that they could no longer provide a DAAIS as planned. So, 

while there is no immediate requirement for a call sign, we will be pursuing the CAA for a resolution, 

as we believe that allowing properly trained remote pilots to use a radio on a UAV enhances safety 

for everyone involved. 

 

Following the distribution of the update e-mail to stakeholders as per section 6.1, further feedback 

was received from Pilot A: 

Dear Sirs, 

!ƴȅ ŜȄǘŜƴǎƛƻƴ ǘƻ фл Řŀȅǎ ƛǎ ŜŦŦŜŎǘƛǾŜƭȅ ŀ нлл҈ ƛƴŎǊŜŀǎŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǘƛƳŜǎŎŀƭŜ ŦƻǊ ǘƘƛǎ άǘǊƛŀƭέΦ  
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If this ACP is approved the associated TDA would be in place for 3 months (albeit activated by 

NOTAM) without the opportunity for review by airspace users or the Regulator. It is inevitable that 

lessons will be identified during the trial that may require a revised airspace structure and / or other 

material changes. 

With this in mind it would make much more sense for a shorter trial period as already applied for (28 

days) followed by a pause and a review.  This review should be used to inform further operations. 

It should be made clear that any TDA operations past the initial 28 day period will be subject to 

review by the Operator, the Regulator and other interested parties. This would give the opportunity 

for changes if required. 

 

Reply from Skylift UAV Ltd: 

Thanks again for your feedback. It will be included in the engagement report that will be submitted 

to the CAA and upon which they will make their decision as to whether to approve the TDA or not. 

 

Response from Pilot A: 

Just a couple more observations if I may. 

You have said that the UAV will be carrying and operating a MODE-S transponder and emitting ADS-

. ŀƭǎƻΦ ¸ƻǳΩǾŜ ŀƭǎƻ ǎŀƛŘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ /!! ŀǊŜ ǊŜŦǳǎƛƴƎ ǘƻ ǊŜƎƛǎǘŜǊ ȅƻǳǊ ŀƛǊ ǾŜƘƛŎƭŜΦ aŀȅ ŀǎƪ ǘƘŜƴ ǿƘŀǘ I9· 

code will be set in the Transponder and what Flight ID (FLID) or Aircraft ID (ACID) will be emitted?  

LΩƳ not sure how you go about getting a HEX code without a valid aircraft registration on a Civil Air 

±ŜƘƛŎƭŜ όǘƘŜ ƳƛƭƛǘŀǊȅ ƘŀǾŜ ǘƘŜƛǊ ƻǿƴ ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎŜǎύΦ LΩƳ ŀƭǎƻ ƴƻǘ ǎǳǊŜ ȅƻǳ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ŀōƭŜ ǘƻ ŜƳƛǘ ŀƴȅǘƘƛƴƎ 

on 1090Mhz without a Radio licence from OFCOM, which will require an aircraft registration, I think.  

My questions may come across as negative and a bit of nit picking, but I hope they help you. These 

are questions that the regulator is likely to ask of you before giving permission to operate your trial. 

Regardless of all this, i wish you well in your efforts. I was involved in Project Claire,  the first trial 

UAV flights in the UK conducted within controlled airspace. Those flights were not segregated and 

were operated in the same airspace as civil air traffic, so recognise many of the challenges you are 

facing. 

 

Reply from Skylift UAV Ltd: 

Thanks very much for your observations and for your good wishes. From what you have told us 

about your previous experience, you may be interested in finding out more about the CAA guidance 

under which Skylift UAV currently operate. Apologies if you are already aware of this document but 

CAP 722 is the main point of reference for UAS in the UK. Section 3.5.3.1 on page 112 sets out the 

rules for 24-bit aircraft addresses in electronic conspicuity devices fitted to unmanned aircraft. You 

will see from this document that the CAA will allocate a unique 24-bit address. With regard to 

ŦǊŜǉǳŜƴŎƛŜǎ ŀƴŘ hŦŎƻƳ ƭƛŎŜƴǎƛƴƎΣ {ƪȅƭƛŦǘ ¦!±Ωǎ ǳƴŘŜǊǎǘŀƴŘƛƴƎ ƛǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ŀƛǊŎǊŀŦǘ ƛǎ ŎƻƳpliant with 

section 3.3 of CAP 722, starting on page 102. Specifically, 1090 MHz is within an allocated frequency 

band and Skylift UAV will install appropriately approved devices on their aircraft. Nevertheless, we 

https://publicapps.caa.co.uk/modalapplication.aspx?appid=11&mode=detail&id=415
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do have a point of contact in the CAA to which we are able to send queries in advance so that we can 

address any issues before submitting the operating safety case. 

I trust the above addresses your further observations. 
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Pilot B 
 

 

Feedback: 

I am a microlight flyer based out of Hadfold Farm, West Sussex and represent a large group of 

GA/microlight flyers based around Sussex (Southern Flyers). We are all members of either the British 

Microlight Aircraft Association (BMAA) or the Light Aircraft Association (LAA).  I am also a member of 

ǘƘŜ .a!!Ωǎ Airspace Team. Only through that group we became aware of your above ACP. We have 

seen all the documents uploaded to the portal as of end of today but are concerned about the lack 

of targeted engagement thus far, considering it is now 11 days into the 4 week reduced engagement 

period. 

As your proposed TDA route is directly over the airfield of Thorney Island you may not be aware that 

there is a flying club based there that would be severely impacted by this TDA. Thus we would like to 

discuss this with you to see what can be done to prevent them from being potentially grounded for 4 

weeks during the primary GA flying season. 

I would therefore like to arrange a Zoom (or similar) meeting with yourselves to include the 

Secretary of the Thorney Island Microlight Club, XXXX (copied here), for one day week commencing 

нф aŀǊŎƘΣ ƛŦ ǇƻǎǎƛōƭŜΦ L ǇŜǊǎƻƴŀƭƭȅ ŎŀƴΩǘ ƳŀƪŜ ¢ǳŜǎŘŀȅ олth March so perhaps you can give me a few 

dates/times that you are available? 

Looking forward to hearing from you soonest. 

 

Reply from Skylift UAV Ltd: 

Thank you for getting in touch and apologies for the delay in replying, as we have been working our 

way through the feedback received so far. Anyway, Skylift UAV are indeed aware of aviation activity 

on and around Thorney Island, and the last thing they wish to do is prevent anyone else from flying. 

To that end, they have been working with the MoD at Baker Barracks to minimise the impact on 

other airspace users, and XXXX (copied in) is co-ordinating a full response on behalf of all Baker 

Barracks stakeholders. Assuming that the Thorney Island Microlight Club is based at the Barracks, 

you may already have been contacted by XXXXΦ L ŘƻƴΩǘ ǿŀƴǘ ǘƻ ŘǳǇƭƛŎŀǘŜ ǘƘŜ ǿƻǊƪ ǘƘŀǘ XXXX is doing 

but, nevertheless, Skylift UAV would be more than happy to speak to you both. The same applies if 

you are not based at Baker Barracks, of course. Can you please clarify whether you are based at the 

.ŀǊǊŀŎƪǎ ƻǊ ƴƻǘΚ ²ŜΩƭƭ ǘŀƪŜ ǘƘŜ ƴŜȄǘ ǎǘŜǇ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜǊŜ ōǳǘ L ŀƳ ǊŜŀǎƻƴŀōƭȅ ŎŜǊǘŀƛƴ ǘƘŀǘ L Ŏŀƴ ŀǊǊŀƴƎŜ ŀ 

call with Skylift UAV on Wednesday this week (31st March). 
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In the meantime, as a measure of reassurance, the managing director of Skylift UAV comes from a 

manned aviation background and it is his intention not to disrupt other airspace users where 

possible. Skylift UAV would be the Danger Area Authority for the TDA, which means that they can 

allow access to the TDA as long as appropriate deconfliction procedures are in place. The remote 

pilots for the unmanned aircraft will be based at Thorney Island and it will be possible to contact 

them via a phone number to ascertain TDA activity (which will also be promulgated by NOTAM at 

least 24 hours in advance). The TDA is a proposal at this stage: if it needs to be adjusted to 

accommodate local flying operations, Skylift UAV will certainly look to do that where possible, or 

agree a deconfliction procedure. 

LΩƳ ǎǳǊŜ ǿŜ ǿƛƭƭ ǎǇŜŀƪ ǎƻƻƴΦ 

 

A meeting was subsequently arranged between Pilot B, Thorney Island Microlight Club (TIMC) 

Secretary and Skylift UAV on 31/03/21. 

For engagement regarding TIMC, please refer to the Stakeholder Response for TIMC below, as all 

subsequent engagement was with the club secretary. 

For engagement with the British Microlight Aircraft Association (BMAA), please refer to the 

Stakeholder Response for the BMAA below. 
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Baker Barracks, Thorney Island 
 

 

Early engagement took place with Baker Barracks as a result of the plan to operate the RPA from 

that location. To that end, Baker Barracks provided the following summary of local airspace 

considerations: 

 

 

As per the summary above, the full response from Baker Barracks on behalf of all local 

stakeholders was provided via Ministry of Defence - Defence Airspace and Air Traffic Management 

(please see Stakeholder Response for Ministry of Defence - Defence Airspace and Air Traffic 

Management below). 

  


